Some early and late ERP components show similarities, but Go/NoGo P2 and N2 effects differ with age. This indicates that aspects of stimulus categorisation differ between children and adults. Subsequent processing reflected in P3 and later components is similar.
Introduction
The equiprobable auditory Go/NoGo task, sometimes called a 50% auditory oddball task (Barry et al., 2000) , is at the mid-point between traditional Go/NoGo tasks (with Go probability > NoGo probability) and the traditional oddball task (with Target probability < NonTarget probability). It generates ERPs that share features of the auditory oddball: sequential P1, N1, P2, N2, and P3 components, followed by the posterior-positive/anterior-negative classic Slow Wave (SW). Overall, the equiprobable Go ERPs appear similar to reduced oddball target ERPs, and NoGo ERPs appear similar to enhanced oddball standard ERPs (Duncan-Johnson and Donchin, 1977; Johnson, 1986) , respectively. These ERPs also resemble in morphology those of the traditional Go/NoGo task, although as expected, the substantial NoGo N2 thought to represent inhibition or response conflict (Smith et al., 2013) , is less pronounced in the equiprobable task. As in many other Go/NoGo tasks, as well as the oddball, P3 to the Go/target is larger and more parietal than that to the NoGo/standard. We follow Barry and Rushby (2006) who identified these P3 sub-components in this paradigm as P3b and P3a, respectively, as is generally compatible with the wider literature (e.g., Dien et al., 2004; Polich, 2007 
